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faced by Muni six in this regard® particularly in tims# cf crimes xnd 
fa s t « bre a king news were spelled out by Hr* Bertxaxndias a ad w&ys a ad 
means were considered whereby the headquarters could fee 

satisfied. with minimum strain at the Munich end* It vvo.^ felt that 
RLD Munich 0 a current daily reports from the Kws Jkn^arts-ento Russian 
Desk and Research Department conveyed a • good picture of what Moscow 
was or was not saying and wha t EJJ) was doing about it© It v*aa agreed 
that the Research Department Daily USSR Summary will continue to 
elude at the beginning a short run-down on omissions and distort ion©© 

It was also thought that if the reporting elements could continue a® 
they are now an a completely up®to«date basis ® and if the weekly pro- 
gram analysis report® which is being developed by Mr* Tan Dcr Ehoer 
and Mrs* Dupu y 9 can be developed to the satisfaction* of all ® some con-’ 
sideration should be given to abolishing RIJB tf © contribution to the 
weekly airgraa report# It was recognised that the weekly airgrae report 
by and large represents duplication of what has already been reported: G 
It merely appears in a more generalised for® under a breakdown ■ ini 
categories© (It should be noted that all other Committee elements' 
reporting in the weekly air gram do not submit daily reports 9 as does 

rim**) 



Initial efforts to produce a weekly program analysis report for ths 
Russian Desk looked promising* It was recommended® however® that all 
portions of the daily program be included in the analysis with the ex- 
ception of th© news itself© This® then® would mean that all ©esmenfe© 
including the daily press -round-up® weekly ne%?s review® Panorama® &nalif& 
commentary® etc*® .would be regarded as broadcast feature© and therefore 
reflected in the statistical breakdoim ©Hid accompanying comment© It 
was agreed that upon her return® Mrs* Dupuy would undertake to produce 
these weekly program analysis reports from the reporting material 
available to her# If this procedure proved profitable® STB would tk^n 

assume responsibility for production of such reportso 

* 

With consideration for Mr* Sargoant °© daily interest In RI» fl s output® 

Mr* Bertrandiaa suggested that RYB experiment with a brief (possibly a 
single page) summary of Moscow 0 a line and RL achievement© 

It was generally agreed that RLD vary clearly required a. more effective 
reports capability and that this should be considered a high priority 
as soon as budgetary conditions permit 0 



